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Current “Topics: 


Tne Billeting of Civilians Rules. 

THE TENDENCY of the Legislature to impose on county courts 
any duties of a judicial nature for which a convenient tribunal 
is not ready to hand elsewhere is well known. The latest 
instances of this are to be found in the Billeting of Civilians 
Act, 1917, under which questions of compensation are to be 
referred to the county court, and the proposal in the Repre- 
sentation of the People Bill that registration appeals shall lie 
to the same tribunal The latter is still only a proposal, 
though a proposal which seems likely to mature into law; but 
the former jurisdiction is now in operation, and we print 
elsewhere rules which have been made for regulating the pro 
cedure under it. The jurisdiction is conferred by section 4 
of the Billeting of Civilians Act, which imposes on the occupier 
locality where the Act is in operation (see 
on the requisition of the 





ot premises within a 
section 1) the liability to provide, 
local committee, billets fog workers engaged on work of national 
importance for the purposes of the war The occupier is 
entitled to receive weekly payment in accordance with scales 
prescribed by regulations of the local committee, ‘‘ and to 
receive reasonable compensation for damage done to his pre 
thereof, fair wear and tear excepted.”’ 


mises and the contents 
In case of difference as to the amount of compe nsation, the 
conciliation.’’ If that 


local committee will first attempt 

fails. then the matter is to go to the county court registrar, 
who will decide it, subject to appeal to the judge, or the 
registrar may himself refer the matter to the judge. We also 
further increasing the fee to 


print else where a new R.S.C 
, under App. N . Clause 


be allowed for printing ple adings, &c. 
106. 


The Protection of Lawful Meetings. 

THe DEFENCE of the Realm Regulations have been respon- 
sible for a good deal of interference with ordinary rights, but 
it is essential that they shall not interfere, except under the 
gravest necessity, with the free cxprenen of opinion, pro- 
vided that oo is not in itself unlawful. A difficulty 
arises when feeling run so strong that the legitimate expression 
of opinion is likely to cause disorder, and Regulation 9a of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations meets this case by pro 
‘‘ where there appears to be reason to ap yprehend 
purpose of holding 
and will thereby 
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cause undue demands to be made upon the police or military 
forces, the meeting may be prohibited by order of the Home 
Secretary. It follows that in any case where a meeting is to 
be held, and the Home Secretary declines to make an order, 
the duty of seeing that the meeting shall not be interfered with 
is thrown upon the police, and they are bound to take all 
possible precautions that the holding of the meeting shall not 
be interfered with: and the magistrates are bound, without 
expressing private opinions of their own, to uphold them in 
the performance of their duty. We need not give the details 
necessary for applying this elementary principle to the riot 
which took place in connection with a meeting at Southgate 
held last Saturday. In all the belligerent countries varying 
views prevail as to the policy underlying the conduct of the 
war. The minority who in this country view its indefinite con 
tinuance with the greatest apprehension is probably neither 
so small nor so unimportant as the spokesmen of the majority 
in Parliament and the Press are accustomed to assert How- 
ever that may be, it is necessary to recognize that the legitimate 
expression of opinion especially on such a grave matter as 
war and peace—must be protected. 

Judge Parry and Industrial Unrest. 

ForTUNATELY 17 does not fall within our scope to consider 
the various reports on industrial unrest which have been issued 
this week, but they are documents of exceptional interest, and 
forgiven for referring to the Report of the Com 
the North-West Area. The chairman of the 
Commission was Judge Parry, the other commissioners being 
Mr. Smeruurst and Mr. J. R. Ciynes, M.P., and the report, 
which may largely the work the chair 
man, will be found to be excellent reading. Among the matters 
referred to as having been under discussion is the judi ial 


we may be 


missioners fot 


be assumed to be of 


history of the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, and Judge 
Parry would appreciate the position of the ‘‘ Labour repre 
sentative’’ who, in talking about this subject, said Many 
decisions on questions of principle have been decided against 
the workmen in the Court of Appeal, and cost the unions 


House of Lords 
‘The working 


of y to take to the 
and get rectified To which the report adds 
man does not understand the vagaries of judicial interpre 
also add that in Work 


considerable sums money 


tation And the practitioner may 
men’s Compensation matters very few lawyers understand 
these vagaries either. Not improbably the whole system will 


give place to a wide scheme of industrial insurance, and the 
judicial subtleties on workmen’s accidents, of which the past 


twenty years have been full, will be consigned to oblivion, 


Necessaries of Life and Government Control, 

THE REFERENCE to Workmen’s Compensation in the report 
betrays the hand of the chairman To turn to its more general 
matter, it finds in current war conditions much to account for 
There is ' pro 
fiteering ’’ in food, but, the commissioners say, ‘‘ in the matter 
of food supply we find that already the Government have 
taken big steps towards eliminating those who are speculating 
Only three profits are 


the unrest which is found widely to prevail 


and cornering certain food supplies 
allowed—those of the producer or importer, the wholesaler, 
and the retailer ‘ But the public seem to know little of it, 
and it would put an end to much natural unrest if the Govern 
ment in this matter would take immediate steps to advertise 
to the man in the street the good work that they have done.’’ 
Then the long continuance of the war has brought questionings 
in this country as elsewhere Into that we need not follow the 
report But the strange case of that weekly half-pound of 
sugar, to which we are all entitled, but so many do not get, is 
another cause of unrest. ‘‘ The belief among many working 
people is that rich people receive it and poor people do not 

Sugar is only taken as an example, but what is true of sugar 
is equally true of every other necessary of life. Whether beer 
is a necessary of life we had rather not say, but the report 

it must be his Honour’s pen—takes up the parable: ‘‘ Now, 
the 


days of that good Christian Socialist, Cuartes 


from 








KINGSLEY, until the present, there have been a large number 
of human beings, some of the best citizens in the country, to 
whom beer is not only a beverage, but a sacred national insti 
tution.’’ We do not know about this last, but as a beverage 
well, no doubt it is pleasing to a hot and thirsty mortal. But 
there is much to be said for the Spectator’s ‘‘ Down Glasses 
crusade and the King’s example. Liquor restriction, if not a 
cause of unrest, has been said to be ‘‘ a source of considerable 
loss of social temper.’’ What a dry-bone law would produce is a 
matter of speculation, and the Government have shrunk from 
the experiment. Then there are the troubles arising from the 
excessive interference of the Government Departments in local 
matters—especially in regard to munitions—and from the loca! 
administration of the Military Service Acts. Altogether the 
report, which is founded on the statements, verbal and written, 
of a great number of witnesses, affords very interesting read 
ing. Whether any human ingenuity and labour can co- 
ordinate all the reports, and out of them construct the exact 
reforms necessary to make social life run smoothly under the 
strain of the war—as to that we must wait and see. The point 
is whether you can arrive at perfect Socialism in a hurry. 


Presumption of War Perils. 

Statistics of the last six months shew that in waters around 
the United Kingdom a vessel is much more likely to be tor- 
pedoed than lost in any other way. But is a Court of law, 
bound as it is by the maxim facta probata, non probahbilia, 
gudicium cogunt, permitted to infer from this fact that a vessel 
which has disappeared is, in the absence of any evidence what- 
ever of its fate, to be presumed the victim of submarine or at 
any rate of some form of enemy activity ? Such an issue actually 
S.S. Buterpe v. North of England Employer 1; 
demnity Association (Times, July 26th), and was decided 
in accordance with what appears to be the common-sense view 
The Euterpe was insured against marine perils at Lloyd’s and 
against war perils with the defendant association, which, of 
course, is now the usual arrangement. She disappeared in 
the North Sea at a time when, and in an area where, there 
was evidence of submarine activity. Apart from this there 
was no evidence of her fate, direct or indirect; and perhaps 
in strict law there is much to be said for holding that the 
mere probability of the case creates no presumption of loss 
by a war peril Sut the chances are so immensely in favour 
of, such presumption that everyone will sympathize with the 
Court in holding that a loss from war peril was the reasonable 
presumption where the loss must be either due to a marine 
peril or a war peril, so that the only issue lies between two 
alternatives, one of which must be true, and which are very 
unequally weighted as regards probability. 


arose in 


Jurisdiction of Local Tribunals. 

A snort pornt, of much importance in practice, which came 
before the Law Society section of the London Appeal Tribunal 
on Wednesday in Griffith v. Longcroft deserves a brief notice 
In July of 1916 the Tottenham Local Tribunal had granted 
conditional exemption from military service of all kinds to the 
appellant on the ground of his conscientious objection thereto 
In May, 1917, the appellant having removed into the area of 
the Hackney Tribunal, the military representative at Totten- 
ham applied to that tribunal for a review of the appellant's 
certificate, and at his instance the case was transferred to the 
Hackney Tribunal. This was done, evidently, in ignorance 
of the Military Service Regulations (Amendment) Order, 1917 

R. 123], which came into force on 17th March, 1917, and 
which, by Part IIT., 5 (ce), provides that only the tribunal 
which granted it can withdraw or vary a certificate granted on 
the ground of conscientious objection. The Hackney Tribunal, 
although without jurisdiction, heard the application, and with 
drew the certificate, which was restored by the Appeal Tri- 
bunal But meantime the Tottenham Tribunal had dis 
covered the error, and wrote to the Appeal Tribunal asking 
for the case to be sent back to them. As, however, both the 
appellant and the military representative agreed to waive 
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the question of jurisdiction, the Appeal Tribunal disposed of 
the case itself. 


Return from Captivity. 

Unper THE old Roman law a citizen who became a captive 
in the hands of the enemy suffered a diminutio capitis, by 
which he lost all his legal rights, but on return home he re- 
covered these by the law of postliminium, unless, indeed, 
he had passed under the ‘‘ Caudine Forks,”’ that is to say, had 
received his liberty from the enemy on condition that he would 
not serve against them again Some partial recognition of 
this principle is to be found in section 8 of the second Military 
Service Act, 1916, which excepts from all liability to military 
service ‘‘any prisoner of war, captured or interned by the 
enemy,’’ who has been “‘ released or exchanged.’’ The object 
of this enactment was two-fold: to excuse from liability pri- 
soners released or exchanged by the enemy on the ground that 
they are medically unfit for service, and to make arrangements 
with the enemy for such bargains through neutrals possible. 
But the words of the section are not so clear as they might 
be. And so in Robinson v. Metcalf (Times, July 27th), a 
point arising out of their ambiguity came before the Divisional 
Court. The appellant, while returning from Germany just 
after the outbreak of war, was detained at Neumunster on 6th 
August, 1914, but after some hours’ detention had the rare 
good fortune to be released and allowed to proceed. He 
claimed that, as an alien enemy in Germany, his detention 
made him, while it lasted, a ‘‘ prisoner of war,’’ and that, 
therefore, under section 6, he was ineligible for military service 
His argument turned on the contention that the words 
‘‘ prisoner of war, captured or interned by the enemy,’’ must 
be read disjunctively—i.e., prisoner of war or captured or 
interned—and not as a substantive phrase qualified by one or 
other of two alternative adjectives. This far-fetched con- 
struction of the section did not commend itself to the Court, 
which took the latter view. It was therefore necessary for 
the applicant to show that, in addition to being techmcally 
a “‘ prisoner of war,’’ he had been “‘ captured or interned ’’ by 
the enemy—a question of fact which scarcely seems substan 
tiated by a few hours’ detention at a railway station. And 
since the magisterial court had decided this question of fact 
against him, the Divisional Court held that it was outside its 
scope to interfere with a finding evidently consistent with the 
evidence. 


Genuineness of Milk, 

A TROUBLESOME POINT of magisterial law which has come 
before the. Divisional Court on several occasions in recent years 
without receiving an absolutely clear decision arose once more 
in Grigg v. Smith (Times, July 27th). Under section 6 of the 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, as is well known, it is an offence 
for a dealer to sell an article which is not of the ‘‘ nature, 
substance, and quality ’’ demanded by the purchaser. Where 
the purchaser asks for milk, it is generally accepted that he 
wants ‘‘ genuine ’’ milk and ought to get it. But what is 
‘‘ genuine ’’ milk? Now, under the Sale of Milk Regulations, 
1901, made by the Board of Agriculture under statutory 
powers conferred by the Amendment Act of 1899, section 4, a 
certain standard of purity is set up for milk—it must contain 
at least 3 per cent. of fatty constituents and not more than a 
certain percentage of water. , It is natural to say that milk 
which falls short of the standard in either respect is not 
‘genuine,”’ and until Hunt v. Richardson (1916, 2 K. B. 
446), the tendency of the English courts—but not of the Scots 
had been so to hold: contrast Smithies v. Bridge (1902, 2K. B. 
13) with Scott v. Jack (1912, S. C. 87). The Regulations, 
however, only create a presumption that the milk is not 
genuine, which can be displaced by proof to the contrary. 
How is proof to the contrary to be given? Is it enough to 
prove that the milk was sold just as it came from the cow, 
without addition thereto or subtraction therefrom? This was 
doubted until Hunt v. Richardson (supra), which decided this 
contention in the affirmative. That case negatived the older 
view that, where the cows had been insufficiently fed or allowed 


to feed on watery herbage, so that their milk proved deficient in 
fat, their milk is not ‘‘ genuine.’’ But it left open the con- 
tention that, where the dealer milks his cow in such a way as 
to cause a deterioration in the quality of some of it—e.g., by 
milking the cow in two milkings instead of one, so that the 
richer milk is abstracted on one occasion and the poorer on the 
otheg—the deficient milk thus sold is not ‘‘ genuine.’’ This 
is the point which has just been raised in Grigg v. Smith 
(supra), and decided in favour of the dealer on the broad 
ground that milk sold as it comes from the cow is ‘‘ genuine ’’ 
milk, however much the deficiency in standard constituents 
may be due to the dealer’s own acts or omissions: But the 
four judges who decided Grigg v. Smith all in their judgments 
urged on the Legislature the duty of altering a principle of law 
which gave so unsatisfactory a result 


Nuisance from Noisy Neighbours. 

THE OPINION of a London police magistrate as to the remedies 
for a noisy nuisance is entitled to much respect, and if a news- 
paper report is correct, the magistrate for Westminster thinks 
that, however much the occupier of a house in a narrow street 
is disturbed by those who spend the evening with one of his 
neighbours, his only remedy is in the Chancery Division. The 
occupier of a house in a street in Westminster applied to the 
magistrate for advice, and stated that he was grievously 
annoyed by noises in the house of a neighbour, at which there 
was loud singing, shouting, and talking until the small hours 
of the morning, with the addition of the noise from motor-cars. 
Ile added that the windows were kept wide open. The 
magistrate, who does not seem to have had much sympathy 
with the applicant, is reported to have said that his only 
remedy was to take proceedings in the Chancery Division for an 
injunction, and that he could not regulate the number of 
visitors at his neighbour’s house, or the times of arrival and 
departure. But is there only this unsatisfactory remedy for 
so serious a grievance? Lord ELLENBOROUGH, in the case of 
R. v. Cross (3 Camp. 224), an indictment for obstructing the 
highway near Charing Cross, in reply to the argument that, if 
the defendant was guilty, there might be a hundred indict- 
ments for the same offence every time a rout was given by a 
fashionable lady at the West End, said, ‘‘ Is there any doubt 
that, if coaches on the occasion of a rout wait an intolerable 
length of time and obstruct the transit of His Majesty’s 
subjects who wish to pass through in carriages or on foot, the 
persons who cause such coaches to wait are guilty of a 
nuisance?’’ And assuming that magistrates have no juris- 
diction under the bye-laws made by the county council or other- 
wise to deal with such an offence, it may be suggested that an 
action could be brought in the county court to recover damages 
for making, or causing to be made, noises so as to occasion 
nuisance, disturbance, and annoyance to the plaintiff as the 
occupier of an adjoining house . 


The Normal Perils of the 
Highway. 
: 


One of the chief excellences of an unwritten law is that when 
the progress of discovery or civilization demands, or even the 
genius of the time or novel circumstances require, it is suffi 
ciently plastic and malleable to meet the occasion In a cer 
tain sense it is neither crystallized nor frozen. Accordingly, 
in our various series of reports there are reflections of the actual 
conditions and sentiments, and hints of the customs and 
fashions, prevalent at various periods in English life. And to 
those who have the leisure and a little imagination it is ex- 
tremely interesting to observe and follow out the harvest to be 
reaped In one case (North v. Smith, 10 C. B. N. 8S. 572) we 
find it decided that it is a culpable act in a groom to spur a 
horse he is riding within close proximity to a foot passenger, 





and that, should he do so, there is negligence on the part of his 
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master. And this will recall that, around 1860, no lady rode 
out unattended by a servant, who was expected to exhibit his 
attainments in equestrianism and to shew off the horse he 
bestrode by making it prance and curvet before it broke into a 
trot. And the report, in recent years, of several cases, calling 
for the application of the venerable common law to occurrences 
with power-driven vehicles, will indicate to future genefations 
what a fashion it was in these less stately times to drive all over 
the country at a speed uncontemplated in the days of the post- 
chaise, and how thus speed necessarily increased the dangers of 
the road to man and beast 

In our present remarks we must confine ourselves to the 
principles illustrated by some three or four recent cases relative 
to mechanically-propelled vehicles. But, first, we would ask 
the reader to recall a well-known case in 1862, in which the 
general principle applicable in the case of an inevitable accident 
is excellently shewn A skilful rider took a horse he had pur- 
chased the previous day into a much frequented London 
thoroughfare to ‘‘ try ’’ it. The animal, from some unex- 
plained cause, became restive, and, notwithstanding the well- 
directed efforts of the rider, ran upon the pavement and most 
unhappily knocked down a foot passenger, who soon died from 
his injuries. Now, however surprising it may at first appear, 
these facts disclose no negligence on the rider’s part—that is 
to say, he has been guilty neither of omitting to do something 
which a reasonable man would do, nor of doing something 
which a reasonable man would not do. And, inasmuch as it is 
a maxim of the law that damnum absque injuria is not 
actionable, no action in respect of this unfortunate accident 
was sustainable: //ammack v. White (11 C. B. N. S. 688). 
[It is desirable, moreover, to bear in mind in considering any 
such case, that the onus of proving the existence of negligence 
is on the ped trian, and that if all he proves be equally con- 
sistent with the existence or the absence of actionable negli 
gence, it would not be competent to the judge to leave the 
matter to the jury: UVotton v. Wood (8 C. B. N. 8. 568), Ham- 
mack v. White (ub p.) and Tillett v. Ward (10 Q B.D. 17) 

We are somewhat at a loss to know to which of the recent 
cases to give the premier position as likely to be most sugges- 
tive and provocative of useful thought As, however, the 
multitude in town and country now use the motor ’bus we may 
perhaps allot that place to Wing v. The London General 
Omnibus Co. (1909, 2 K. B. 652) In that case, it may be 
remembered, it was held by the Court of Appeal BucKLEy, 
L.J., as he then was, however, dissenting—that personal injury 
to a passenger by a motor ‘bus resulting from the tendency of 
the wheels of motor ‘buses in general to skid upon a greasy 
street or frost-bitten hill, however well designed and con- 
structed the ‘bus may be, presents no evidence of negligence 
or of nuisance on the part of the proprietor of the ’bus. 

Of the importance of this striking decision, and of the large 
number of the public affected by it, there can be no question. 
If a passenger, P., knows a carriage to be an unsafe conveyance, 
and yet, by entering it, takes the risk, do not reason and com- 
mon sense dictate that he shall not be entitled to compensation 
if he suffers personal injury? But this decision, it will be per- 
ceived, goes further, attributing to P. knowledge of some well- 
known facts, and a readiness, by his entering the conveyance, 
to assume a risk, in so far that his ignorance of these facts does 
not affect the result of an action. He voluntarily, it is put, 
becomes a passenger, and it is not for him to complain of 
matters naturally incident to traffic in general by means of such 
a vehicle as he has entered 

Leaving that most important topic for the reader’s further 
attention, the next case which we will select to comment upon 
is one also recently discussed in the Court of Appeal, namely, 
Heath's Garage (Limited) v. Hodge s (1916, 2 K. B. 370). It 
has reference to the vexed question of harmless domestir 
animals straying on the King’s highway in consequence of a 
defective hedge, or of the absence of a hedge, a matter which 
is @ common experience in certain rural districts, and a subject 
which is, therefore, worthy of the most careful consideration 
The mere fact of an accident having occurred is not, we repeat, 
generally prima facie evidence of the neglect of a duty owing 








to another; but when the cause of the occurrence in question 
is shewn, it may or may not be prima facie evidence of such 
neglect, according to what the nature of the cause happens to 
be (see Simpson and Wife v. The London General Omnibus Co., 
412 L. J. C. P. 112). As a general rule, it appears that, in 
the case of hurt, howsoever significant, resulting from horses, 
cattle, sheep, pigs, fowls or dogs, or other harmless domestic 
animals straying on the highway, it would appear next to im- 
possible to establish some breach of duty towards the 
injured person on the part of the owner of the animals 
(and consequently useless for the former to seek redress), unless 
the injured person is prepared to prove something more in rela- 
tion to the special propensities of the animals in question. For, 
even assuming that, in the circumstances, there is evidence of 
negligence, or of nuisance, on the part of the owner in allow 
ing the animals to stray upon the highway, still that negligence 
is not the proximate or effective cause of the hurt, nor is such 
hurt the natural consequence of such negligence or nuisance 
It will be found so held by the Divisional Court, where an un 
attended carthorse wrecked a tandem bicycle and injured one 
of the bicyclists (Jones v. Lee, 106 L. T. Rep. 123); by the 
Court of Appeal, where there were several unattended cows 
after dark, and one or more threw a bicyclist down and injured 
her (Hilis v. Banyard, 106 L. T. Rep. 51); by the Divi 
sional Court and the Court of Appeal, where there was a flock 
of about twenty unattended sheep, and one of them injured 
a motor car (//eath’s Garage (Limited) v. Hodges (ubi sup.)) ; 
and by the Court of Appeal, where a sow suddenly getting up 
was the indirect cause of damage: Higgins v. Searle (100 
L. T. Rep. 280). 

We say advisedly that the injured person must prove some- 
thing more to entitle him to compensation. A general rule may 
suffer eclipse by a blaze of evidence. The rider who 
‘tried ’’ the horse was adult and a skilful horseman ; so, also, 
the suppositive lady’s groom though, unfortunately for his 
master, careless or injudicious in the use of his horse. But could 
it be said that a fly proprietor who sent out a fly with a drunken, 
unskilful driver, in a crowded city street; or an officer who 
left a vehicle and horse in Grosvenor-square in the sole charge 
of a tiger groom whom the horse can take up between its teeth 
and shake like a cat does a mouse, has not been negligent, and 
is liable accordingly in the event of any resultant hurt to a 
third person? Is not each of them taking the risk, wittingly 
or unwittingly, of any disaster in the same way, as it has been 
observed, P. would do in entering a motor omnibus with a 
tendency to skid, or a humble pedestrian does when he walks 
in any street where there pass heavy motor vans and other 
conveyances with a similar tendency. If there had been 
evidence of scienter on the part of the rider “‘ trying’’ his 
horse, or that the true cause of the unfortunate motor ‘bus 
accident was an improper construction of the vehicle, or 
unskilful driving and management, rather than the temporary 
state of the asphalte, there is little doubt that in either case 
more than a mere accident would have been disclosed, and 
that the defendant would have had to make adequate pecu- 
niary amends. So, also, in the case of a straying animal, if 
the complainant has evidence proving that the owner knew 
it had a vicious or mischievous habit or propensity which occa- 
sioned the mischief done, it would hardly be competent for the 
judge to nonsuit the complainant. And this is so because, 
while it is no part and duty of a man to insure and warrant 
against any and every unfortunate occurrence, it is his duty 
to take reasonable precautions against such occurrences as he 
ought to anticipate To put it in another way, the Court 
postulates the knowledge in certain well-known things in both 
parties, as, for instance, in a plaintiff, the unpreventable ten- 
dency for the wheels of a motor van or motor "bus to skid in 
certain states of the surface of the road; and, in a defendant, 
the mischievous propensities of vulgar boys and girls, and the 
probable behaviour of an unbroken colt driven uncontrolled 
in the dark along a highway when met by a motor or bicycle 
with lights. And it seems sensible to conclude that this 
standard of intelligence will be maintained, and, indeed, tend 
to be more than maintained, with a public which has had the 
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advantages of compulsory education and the enlightenment of 
war work. 

The reader can, if he please, ponder the difference it would 
have made to the present generation and to those yet to come, if 
the decisions in the cases already mentioned had, by being to 
the contrary effect, essentially increased the responsibilities of 
an user, or a dedicator, of an highway. And in so doing he 
will learn the better to judge of the wisdom of our common 
law, and that not too exclusively, as the unlettered populace do, 
by its results in some few exceptional cases; but rather by the 
juster standard attained upon a full consideration of the effects 
and contingencies that would flow from a contrary law. 

Attention should, however, most assuredly be directed to the 
question of straying cattle from another point of view. But 
our dissertation upon this very attractive theme must occupy 
some space and stand over for another article. 

(To be continued.) 





War Arms. 


(Continued from page 645.) 
Tue Entry or tue UNitrep Sratres INTO THE War. 


THE immediate cause of the entry of the United States into the 
war was the unrestricted submarine warfare of Germany against 
belligerent and neutral ships alike; the events which marked the 
successive stages of that entry were Mr. Witson’s Addresses to 
Congress of 3rd February, 1917, of 26th February, and of 2nd April 

In the Address of 3rd February President Witson announced the 
breaking off of diplomatic relations with Germany. He referred t: 
the threat of this step which had been made in his Note to Germany 
of 8th April, 1916, and which was prompted by the sinking of the 
Sussece in the English Channel on 24th March, 1916, with 
the consequent loss of the lives of several citizens of the United 
States. At that time he said: 

‘Unless the Imperial Government now and immediately 
declare and effect the abandonment of its present methods 
of submarine warfare against passenger and freight-carrying 
vessels, the Government of the United States can have no choice 
but to sever diplomatic relations with the German Empire.” 


Mr. Witson reminded Congress that the answer of the German 
Government (4th May, 1916) was in effect a promise that merchant 
vessels, both within and without the war zone, should not be sunk 
without warning and without the saving of human lives, unless those 
ships attempted to escape or offer resistance ; but this was condi- 
tional on her enemies not being “ permitted to apply at will methods 
of warfare violating the rules of International Law” —referring t 
the British blockade of Germany. The United States Government 
accepted the promise, but rejected the condition, saying that the 
rights of her citizens on the hich seas could not “ be made contingent 
upon the conduct of any other Government affecting the rights of 
neutrals and non-combatants.’’ There the matter rested until the 
failure of the German Peace Note led to the opening of the present 
submarine war; and on 3lst January Germany, in a Note to the 
United States, withdrew the assurance she lad given on 4th May 
1916, and declared her intention of preventing all navigation within 
the zone around Great Britain, France and Italy, and in the Eastern 
Mediterranean. All ships met within the zone will be sunk 
Recapitulating all this, Mr. Witson said there was no alternative 
consistent with the dignity and honour of the United States, but 
to take the course threatened in the Note of 8th April, 1916, and to 
sever diplomatic relations with the United States. If this was not 
effected, he intimated that he would come again before Congress 
to ask for authority to use any means necessary for the protection 
of their seamen and their people “in the prosecution of their 
peaceful, legitimate errands on the high seas.’’ 

Four weeks of the submarine war induced Mr. Witson to make 
his next—his “‘ Armed Neutrality "—speech to Congress, namely, 
on 26th February. As he reminded his hearers, that war had not 
in fact resulted in any specially ruthless attack on United States 
ships; the overt act which he had hoped that the German com 
manders would in fact avoid had not occurred. It was the dange1 
of the situation, and the circumstance that there would shortly be 
an interval between the termination of that Congress and the 
assembly of the next, which induced him to ask for the express 
conferring of powers which he probably possessed by implication 
under the Constitution: namely, power to have recourse to an 
armed neutrality, and by arming merchant ships and other means 


And in conclusion he struck a higher and wider note. He was 
thinking, he said, not only of the rights of Americans to go and 
come about their proper business by sea, but of those rights of 
humanity without which there was no civilization 

This step, however, had no effect in checking the submarine war, 
Congress was called in extraordinary session, and on 2nd April 
Mr, Witson made his third speech, and now asked for a declaration 
of war with Germany. He was, he said, not thinking of the loss 
of property involved, immense and serious as that was, “but only 
of the wanton and wholesale destruction of the lives of non 
combatant men, women and children. Property can be paid 


for; the lives of peaceful and innocent people cannot be.’ Che 
German warfare against commerce, he said, was warfare against 
mankind. It is a war against all nations.”” Armed neutrality 


had proved to be unpracticable, because against submarines, used 
as the Germans used them, there could be no defence In effect 
Mr. Wisown said, the recent course of the German Government had 
been nothing less than war against the Government and people of 
the United States, and his advice was that the United States should 
accept the status of a belligerent thus thrust upon it, and should 

exert all its power and employ its resources to bring the Govern 
ment of the German Empire to terms and end the wai 

Before he finished Mr. Witson drew the distinction which has 


with more or less clearness been drawn by others—the distinction 
between the German Government and the German people. ‘We 
have not quarrelled with the German people. We have no feeling 
towards them but one of sympathy and friendship. It was not upon 
their impulse that their Government acted in entering this war. It 
was not with their previous knowledge or approval. And he 
emphasized the incompatibility of autocratic Governments with the 
maintenance of peace \ steadfast concert for peace can never be 
maintained except by the partnership of democratic nations No 
iutocratic Government could be trusted to keep faith within it or 
observe its covenants’ i declaration that was rendered easy by the 


downfall of the Russian autocracy which had then just occurred 
And he added 

Che world must be safe for democracy. The peace must be 

planted upon trusted foundations of political liberty. We have 

no selfish ends to serve We desire n mnquests and no 

dominion, We seek no indemnities for ourselves and no 

material compensation for sacrifices we shall freely make. We 

are but on f the champions of the rights of mankind, and 

shall be satistied when these rights are as secure as fact and the 


freedom of nations can make them.’ 


THe Frrecr or tHe Russtan RevoLution 


We have noticed the claim of the Government of the late Czar, on 
25th December, 1916, that the regaining of Constantinople and 
the Dardanelles’ was one of the tasks for Russia created by the 
wal Just before this—on 2nd December—the then Prime Minister 
M. Trepvorr, had announced to the Duma that in December, 1915 
an agreement was concluded by Russia with Great Britain and 
France, to which Italy had adhered, which “established in the most 
lefinitive fashion the right of Russia to the Straits and to Constan 
tinople.” These were ex parte statements on the part of Russia 
and the Allies’ statement of their war aims to President WiLson 
of 10th January, 1917 (ante, p. 644), made no such explicit declara 
tion. It only claimed the turning of the Ottoman Empire out of 
Europe How Great Britain came to We a party to such an agree 


o speculate, for dreams of conquest of this 


ment it is needless now 

kind have been emphatically repudiated by revolutionary Russia 

According to the Proclamation issued just after the Revolution on 
9th April 

The Provisional Government deems it its muht and its 

duty to declare forthwith that free Russia doves not aim at 

dominating other pe ples, at depriving them of their national 


patrimony, or at occupying foreign territories by lorce ; but that 
its object is to establish a durable peace on the basis of the 
right of nations to decide their own destiny The Russian 


people do not lust after the strengthening of their power abroad 
at the expense of other nations, nor do they aim at subjugating 
or humbling anyone. In the name of the higher principles of 
equity they have removed the chains which weighed upon the 
Polish nation But the Russian nation will not allow its 
fatherland to emerge from the great struggle with its vital 


fc rees humbled an 1 we akened 


in the Declaration of 19th May 


[hese prin iples were repeate l 
Government—the No annexation 


of the reconstituted Provisional 
ind indemnities *’ Declaration. The first clause was 

In its foreign policy the Provisional Government, rejecting 
in concert with the entire people, all thought of a separate 
peace, adopts openly as its aim the re-establishment of a general 





to protect them in their legitimate, peaceful pursuits on the seas 


ee 
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peace which shall not tend towards either domination over other broadly speaking, the agreements which they have from time to | 
nations, or the seizure of their national possessions, or the time made with their Allies are conformable to these standards 
violent usurpation of their territories—a peace without annexa But if the Russian Government so desire, they are quite read) 
tir or indemnities, and based on the rights of nations to with their Allies to examine and, if need be, to revise thes 
their own affairs agreements.”’ 

take steps to bring about an agreement with This readiness to revise the agreements as to the aims of the w 

of its Declaration of 9th April. The same] was welcomed in Russia, and on 16th June M, TerestcHEeNko, t! 

annexations or indemnities; a peace in] Foreign Minister, presented to M. ALBERT Tuomas, the Fren 

ctors and no vanquished—will be found in] Minister of Munitions, then on a visit to Russia, a Note in whi 

same time he expressed this feeling, but he added that the Pact of Lond 

sional Government sent to Great Britain a] of 5th September, 1914, by which Great Britain, France and Russ 
n of 9th April, with a covering letter which | engaged not to conclude a separate peace, was not to be treated as 

n on the part of Russia to conclude a] open to revision. On 19th June, at the General Congress of th: 

f the general principles enunciated in] Councils of Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Delegates, M. Tserere.st 

in entire agreement with the lofty ideals | Minister of Posts and Telegraphs, made a similar reservation 

ind recently proclaimed by eminent | the Pact of London, and on 26th June that Congress, by an ove 








the Al ‘ountries,’’ and also by President WiLsox whelming majority, declared against a separate peace, since th 
Russ in now hic] | be would strengthen one of the belligerent parties, and give it the 
racies, and she has to add he e to] possibility of gaining a decisive victory over the other parties ; 
then f wed the ] , But it affirmed that the ending of the war by means of the defeat . 
Provisional Government f one of the belligerent parties would constitute a point of depar : 
Sead democre iia ol ture for fresh wars, and would increase the dissensions betwee: 
assuming that the collapse « nations and lead them to complete exhaustion, famine, and ruin ; 
any diminution of Russia shat (To be continued.) a 
th: llies. Om the contrary, e s 
o bring the world war to a decisive 
entuated, thanks to the feeling of responsi - y 
necumbent upon collectively and R t 
lency has t ! more itive eviews. : 


the immediate Books of the Week. 1 


k the enemy 


Selden Society. — Year Books of Exlward 2. Vol. XII I 
[9th April] expressly | 5 Edward 2, a.p. 1312. Edited by Witt1am Crappock Boiian, 
in safeguarding the | Barrister-at-Law. Bernard Quaritch. I 
un strict regard for Parliamentary Grants. — The Principles and Practice of 
Allies. Firmly] the System of Control over Parliamentary Grants. By Col I 
present war, and] A. J. V. Duretr, C.B., Chief Paymaster, War Office. With a Fore 
visional Govern-] word by Sir Cuartes Harris, K.C.B., Assistant Financial Secre t 
by this war will | tary, War Office Gieven Publishing Co. (Limited), Portsmouth ; 
he reation of yme stable basis for a] John Hogg. Paternoster-row 21s. net, t! 
AG CHA, I bued with the same sentime nts, the State Trials. Notable English Trials Series. Trial of 8 
es v find leans of obtaining the guarantees | Roger Casement Edited by Grorce H, Kyorr, M.A, (Edin.), t! 
; '?P » 4 return of sanguinary | Barrister-at-Law. William Hodge & Co. 7s. 6d. 
Criminal Law. Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports - 
went further than current | Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal. June 5, 6, 18, 25; July 9 
particularly in regard to the terms | 16, 1917. Edited by Herman Coney, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. XII ‘a 
irantees and penalties’’; and about | Part 12. Stevens & Haynes. 4s. net ) 
was sent stating that the Note, in Case and Comment July, 1917 The Lawyers Co-operativ« ” 
had _ ew the solution of the Publishing Co., Rochester New York. 15¢. ; - 
clamation f 9th \pril and which . , ‘ . tI 
‘on from it: and that im referrine Che Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914-17. Full Text of tl 
ential to a durable peace, the our Acts, with Notes, Explanatory Comments, Decisions of the u 
the reduction of armaments. | Ceurt, and Rules (Omitting the Forms). By the Eprrors of * Law at 
amelie: - al rhe Reply Notes." Law Notes Publishing Offices. 2s. 6d. net. 
June, and is so important ? 
May His Majesty’s Government received, k 
in Chargé d’ Affaires, a Note from the Russian Correspondence. 
ratory of their war policy 
imation to the Russian people, enclosed in the The Solicitor’s Future. K 
: Acer peas comeieniee | To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte r | 
' In this sentiment the Sin \ letter reported in Vol. 61, page 557, of your journa 
ul They did not enter upon ind signed “ Reformer,’ has been brought to my notice. I quite 
and they are not continuing it gree with “Reformer” that we do want reform. If you refer to 
se at the outset was to defend | Vol. 60, page 565, of your valuable paper, there is a letter written 
intry and to enforce respect for inte by me in which I suggest reforms. I put them in the form of ques 
those objects has now been added | tions, and question No, 7 asks, ‘“‘ Why not have one profession 
ppressed by alien tyranny Law, and not two, as we have now? This seems to me to me 
t free Russia has announced | the point of the letter by “ Reformer.’ There are no distinctions 
not only the Poland ruled | and branches in any other profession as there are in this one 
but equally that within the] Law. ‘Take the medical profession. There is one qualification, and wW 
In this enterprise the | a person having obtained this qualification is registered as a medica! 
d-speed. Beyond everything | practitioner. True it is he may specialise in one subject, but that en 
lement as will secure the happiness is quite a different thing from the two branches of barristers and D 
th eoples and take away all legitimate | solicitors. To put the case shortly: Have one board of examiners he 
wal and one examination in order to qualify for the legal profession fr 
Government heartily join their Russian Allies | In other words, it would be abolishing the Bar as the Bar is now si 
wcceptance and approval of the principles laid down by I must say again that it is only one of the reforms I sketched out 
it Witsow in his historic Message to the American Con-| in my letter which I refer to above. Since my letter and that of ex 
gress. These are the aims for which the British peoples are | “Reformer” I have not noticed any discussions and comments upon 
fighting. These are the principles by which their war policy is | the subject, and I must say that it is a great pity that the pro of 





and will be guided The British Government believe that, | fession does not take these reforms up more generally. For myself, 
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I certainly think that if these reforms were brought in, it would be 
far better for the lay client and also for the profession itself. 

E. J. WELFARE. 
24, Coleman-street, London, E.C., 26th July. 
The present is not a very favourable time for raising questions 
fundamentally affecting the profession, and that is probably why 
“ Reformer’s”’ letter, based as it was on a very sympathetic 
realization of the responsibilities of solicitors, has not elicited 
discussion. But for our own part we had no doubt as to its 
interest and importance, and we are glad to have been able to 
publish it for the benefit of all who are interested in “ Reconstru: 
tion.”’ The immediate effect of suggestions is not as a rule the 
test of their utility. —Eb. S.J. ] 





United States and Belgian Charities. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—The “ National Committee for Relief in Belgium” recently 
announced that they were suspending their appeals in this country, 
as the U.S.A. Government had taken on itself the work of relieving 
the Belgians in Be lium. 

This announcement, although quite clear in itself, has left a wide 
spread impression that all ofher Belgian charities had also stopped, 
and in consequence there has been a marked falling off in the sub- 
scriptions to other Belgian funds. 

I shall esteem it a favour if you will kindly make it clear to 
your readers that the work taken over by the U.S.A. Government is 
that of relieving Belgians in Belgium, and that there are other 
numerous charities which are still being carried out in this country. 
The objects of some of these may be mentioned : 

(1) Care of the broken-down Belgian children, brought from 
3elgium into Holland for treatment. 

(2) Care of the wives and children of war prisoners and interned 
Belgian men in Holland. 

(3) Instruction of blind and maimed soldiers in new trades, in 
England, France and Switzerland. 

(4) Provision of elementary comforts for Belgian soldiers in the 
trenches, who are cut off from their families in Belgium. 

(5) Care of the soldiers in the training camps and the wounded in 
the hospitals. 

(6) Care of the men who have escaped from Belgium to enlist in 
the Belgian Army and who are without means. 

(7) Provision of necessities and comforts to Belgian interned 
soldiers in Holland 

(8) Provision of necessities and comforts to Belgian prisuners of 
war in Germany. 

The above are all cases in which it is impossible for aid to be 
obtained from Belgium, and unless these charitable institutions 
are assisted by the British public, the Belgian soldiers will not have 
the necessary comforts, and the plight of the poor, unfortunate 
Belgian civilians will be miserable in the extreme. The work 
undertaken by the U.S.A. Government does not cover these cases 
at. all. 

We trust, therefore, that the generous British public will continue 
their subscriptions as before 

EMILE VANDERVELDE, 
Belgian Minister of State. 
For the “ British Gifts for Belgian Soldiers,” 

52, Grosvenor-place, London, 8.W. 1, . 

Gi. VANDERMEEREN, Hon, Sec. 
For the “ Working Men's Belgian Fund” and 

“QOeuvre de la Santé de l’Enfance Belge’ 

(Belgian Children’s Fund in Holland), 32, 

Grosvenor-place, London, 8.W. 1, 

Geo. J. N. Rovers, Chairman 

London, 8.W. 1, st July. 


The Hour for Opening the Courts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte a 


Sir,—I observe that you incidentally comment upon this subject 
under “ Current Topics "’ in your issue of the 28th July. 

May I emphasize the points raised in your paragraph by a refer 
ence to the resolution of His Majesty’s Judges of the King’s Bench 
Division. issued on the 5th June, 1914, which directed the normal 
hours of sittings in the King’s Bench Division should be in future 
from 10.15 to 4.15 other than Saturdays, when there should be no 
sittings of the Court except as might be necessary 

Previously the normal hours of sittings had been from 11 to 4 
except Saturdays, when the hours were 11 to (about) 2 

I am credibly informed this resolution was passed with the view 
of avoiding “ Saturday ”’ sittings, which had become an anachronism, 
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difficulty for jurymen, witnesses, officials and the parties concerned 
to get to the Court at 10 a.m. in readiness for the sitting of the 
Court at 10.15. In the majority of cases the parties travel direct 
possibly from a distance—to the Courts, and have no time available 
to set in motion their necessary early morning initiatory business 
requirements. (I refrain from urging the inconvenience to counsel, 
and the difficulties of solicitors engaged.) 

If the Courts were to open at 10.30 and rise at 4.15, or, if neces 
sary, at 4.50 when the Cause Lists are heavy (which at the present 
time is not the case), I am very much inclined to believe it would 
be regarded by .the laity and the profession in general as a “ great 
ul act of grace.’ 

It is noticeable that the Vacation Court is advertised to sit at 
10.30 a.m Epwarp A, Ber 
London, 2nd August 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
Court of Appeal. 


HAYWARD v. DRURY LANE THEATRE (LIM.) AND MOSS ° 
EMPIRES (LIM.). No.1. 17th, l8th, and 30th July. 
NEGLIGENCE—ACTION TO Recover DamMaces FoR PERSONAL INjURIES 
ACCIDENT TO ACTRESS WHILI ATTENDING REHEARSALS—SERVICES 
rHoucH Unpaip, Renperep By LNviraTiION—COMMON EMPLOYMENT 
VOLUNTERR—VOLUNTEER WITH A COMMON INTEREST—LIABILITY 01 
DEFENDANTS TO PLAINTIF# 


With the obj et of obtaining an cnqaqement i the revu was ulti 
mately pr wluced, th pl fii at the fest ff defendant 
compan without fee and without an y fract ft ‘y vl ded, altended 
rehearsal lf one of the rhearsal he was told hy a servant of the 
defends nis, w ho was dese hed a the produce the revue, to 
stand on a ataircase erected on the staq Th parts had not heen 
properl 1) hooked ¢t vgeth ; / it ¢ May; cd Tn an action for damages 
hased on negligence on tl port of the defendant servant 


mmon emplayment did not apply, as 


Held, that the doctrine of 


there was no contract, and that the action was maintainable 


Holm: North Eastern Railway Co. (L. #. 4 Er. 254: 1. BR. 6 Ka 
123) ond Wright vr. London and North Western Railway Co. (4. 2. 10 
. B. 298;1 Q. B. Div, 252) followed 

Appeal by the defendant the M Empires (Limited from a 
verdict and judgment entered for the plaintiff, Miss Hilda Hayward, 
it the trial, before Shearman, J., and a common jury th £367 
damages against the Moss Empires (Limited Cur adv. vull 

Lord Reapina, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said Me Empire 
Limited) were in possession of Drury Lan Cheatre, and were intending 
to produce a revue on 12th June, 1916. Rehearsals had been | eeding 
for me weeks, and wet ittended by the plaintiff, a professional 
dancer She was under no ntract th the defendant ther to 
attend rehe irsals or to perform in the proposed prod etion She 
requested by the defendants to attend rehearsals vithout payment. and 
she attended, with the obje t on their part of ascertaini her fitness for 
in engagement At the rehearsal on 9th June she was ordered by 
Wilson. described as the ‘‘ producer’ of the revue, to stand on a stair 
ase. which was part of the scenery. The stairca ollapsed, and she 
vas iniured. The jury found (1) the plaintiff not in the employ 
ment of Moss Empires (Limited); (2) they did not use reasonable care 
to prevent damage from une xpected danger on the stage of which they 
knew. or ought to have known? and (3) the injury was caused 1 the 
negligence of a person in their employment Now, if the plaintiff had 


been a stranger invited to enter on their premises, it could not he 





In the present war and abnormal times it is a matter of some 


doubted that the defendants would be liable for the failure to take 
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tain arrears of and current rent; and that nothing in the order conta 
ld aliect any que tion as to the respective rights and jiabilitic 

x and lessee in respect of the premises under the lease, 
ignment resp lively. It 

ud the assignee the tenancy had been determined. The assig 

iitted the premises, which had become derelict But the less 

nded that as between himself and the lessee the term was sti 
sting, and that the lessee was liable to pay the rent and pertforn 

ts for the residue of the term 

Astpury, J., after stating the facts, said 


is admitted that as between the 


velial 


l he object ot the s¢ 


to relieve the soldier of an onerous lability. Lhe county 
udge should have considered the position of all the parties 
ithout summoning ot hearing the lessee he vave the assignee 
letermine the tenancy, and the only condition affecting the absent 
that the order shall not affect any question as t the respective 
1 liabilitres of the lessor and the lessee rhe order, however 
made nd the tenancy determined, the question is whether 
i » estate interest o ny right to a vesting ord 
the case of disclaimer by an assignee’s trustee in bankruptcy 


( ! at 
ntitled to the declaration he ks.—CouNnseL, Gireer 
R WH. and Mar Sortcrrors, Farris, Chetl 
Badu rd & Co. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-law.) 


King’s Bench Division. 


RONDEAU, LEGRAND & CO. v. MARKS (Wife of LOUIS MARKS). 
Bailhache, J. 23rd July. 
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tilh liable under the Vvenants of the lease If this is so, the 
ly gives the ldier no effectual relief, but, having destroy: 
interest in the property, leaves him subject to an equivalent lial 
der hi yvenant for indemnity This is clearly not the intent 
Legislature The lessor relies (inter alia) on Smyth v. A 
} d ha} Walt } and Hill v. Kast and Weet / 
Dock ¢ 1884, 9 App. Cas. 448) as shewing that a lessee was still 
h the lease leemed to have been surrendered "’ by the 
iimer of the assignee trustee in bankruptcy under the Bankrupt 
Act, 1869 23 In thes ises the Courts were enabled to put a 
i nstruction on the section, and held that it did not affect 
rte especiall havir ! ird to the fact that it gave the les 
rtunity of obtaini 1 vesting order, and there were no meat 
i third part | be heard on the question whether a dis 
1 be allowed Under the present Act there is no ambiguit) 
rds deter? e the tenan It is synonymous witl ae 
I term ) determination the lessor’s interest is ; 
rated nd | ! mie vyner In possession The less« i! 
ible in covenant, has no means of obtaining possession or bi 
! tment inst This differentiates the present 
bankrupt Ise The lessee ought to have been heard and 
ti considered, and if the le r chose to let the order | 
s favour, without insisting on the lessee’s position bei 
lered, he cannot complain of the result I cannot cut 
1 f tl section in a ise where so to do would d 
bject and produce the absurd result of depriving the 
t t the property, and leaving him liable on his cove 
demnitv The lessor contends that his rights against the 
‘1 preserved |} the 1 iso that nothin in the order shall 
stion as to their respective ri hts and liabilities That 
t ning of the m ’ No 1 t vere preser\ d lf ther 
tion it remained unaffected. The order cave the assignes 
let 1 the tena d it determined according] nd 
uld pl t that deter ! n from being fully ope 
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/ / / that the nece ry wearing apparel to be 
hy the J V ahall be bu « of loan to the wife, and 
her wn property there 12 nothing fo pr 
] } J Hid. though in the abaence of evidence 
l that the 7 ion is by way of gift 
l plead the plamtiff vho were execution 
1 the uit t. the husband of the defendant, Mrs. Marks 
ferred to a Master, and came before the Court on a case st i 
Che plaintiffs had obtained judgment against the wife 1 
1 claimed that the ife’s dresses, thing, and wearing 
| | ] i not be taken in execution bv the credit 
I J 1914, t 1imant made an agreement with his wife that al 
Fr at irticles f thing md wearing ipparel were to be 
1 by him in | vn name and on his credit, and that such dre 
rt I thir ind we iiny apy rrel when purchased, she uld | 
| te property, and that he should be entitled to dispose of them as 
i } und how he pleased, his wife having no right or t 
xcept to wear them during his pleasure. The execution credit 
t led that | ! reement was in fraud of creditors trar 
hl ! ind iid for want of consideration 
Rarewacne, J i that th nly really substantial point put forward 
t reditors was that the igreement was void for want f 
leration. If it were the law that the husband was bound to n 
" ft to the wife of her necessary wearing apparel, then an agreement 
tw n th husband and wife that the husband would only lend her 
pparel ild not be enforceable against the execution creditors 
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It would be an agreement made without consideration, and would not 
be valid against the creditor. He was satisfied that the law was not 
that the husband was bound to make a gift to the wife of her necessary 
apparel. He was bound to provide her with necessary apparel suitable 
to her station in life as fixed by that of her husband, but he was not 
bound to make her a gift of it. Masson vy. De Fries (53 Soticirors 
Journat, 744; 1909, 2 K. B. 831) was a strong case to shew that the 
husband discharged his duty to the wife in this respect by the pro 
vision of necessary wearing apparel. Such provision might be made 
either by giving it to her outright, as the customary practice was, or by 
lending it to her. If there was no evidence to the contrary, the Court 
would assume that the apparel belonged to the wife as her own; but 
there was no reason at all why the husband and wife should not agree 
between themselves that the apparel should not be given, but lent to 
the wife. In this case he held that the goods belonged to the husband, 
and not to the wife.—Counset, Schiller, K.C.. and J. D. Crawford, for 
the execution creditors; D. M. Hogg, for the claimant. SoLicrrors, 
Cohen & Cohen; W. B. Glasier. 
[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Supreme Court, England. 
PROCEDURE, 
Tue RvuLes oF THE Supreme Covrr (Costs No. 2), 1917 Darep 
rHB lsT DAY OF Aveustr, 1917. 





We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the 
following Rule 

l. Rule 2 of the Rules of the Supreme Court (Costs), 1917, dated the 
26th day of January, 1917 [ante, p. 234), is hereby annulled, and in lieu 
thereof the following Rule shall stand : 

(2) During the continuance of the present war and for a period 
of six months thereafter the charges specified in Clause 106 shall 
be further increased from 1s, 44d. to 1s, 7d. 

2. These rules may ‘be cited as Rules of the Supreme Court (Costs 
No. 2), 1917. 

And we, the said Rule Committee, hereby certify that on account of 
urgency the said Rules should come into immediate operation, and we 
hereby make the said Rules to come into operation forthwith as Pro 
visional Rules. 

Dated the lst day of August, 1917. 

(Signed) Fintay, C 
Reapvine, C.J. 
S. T. Evans, P 
W. Pickrorp, L.J. 
R. M. Bray, J. 
A. T. Lawrence, J. 
Cuas. H. Sarcant, J. 
P. OGpEN LAWRENCE. 
M. M. MacnaGuren. 
Wa. H. WINTERBOTHAM. 
©. H. Morton. 





County Court Rules. 


Tue County Court (BILLeTING oF CiviLiIANs) RuLes, 1917, patep 3187 
Juty, 1917. 
Preliminary 

The following Rules under the Billeting of Civilians Act, 1917 {7 & 8 
Geo. 5, c. 20] (in these Rules referred to as the Act), shall apply to the 
county courts and the City of London Court, whith shall for the pur 
poses of these Rules be deemed to be a county court 

These Rules may be cited as the County Court (Billeting of Civilians) 
Rules, 1917, and shall come into operation on the 9th day of August, 
1917. 

Application for Certifpcate under Section 4, sub-section 4. 

] Application by summons for certificate under s. 4, sub. (4) | An 
application to the county court under subsection 4 of section 4 of the 
Act for a certificate as to the amount of compensation payable to a 
person on whom any worker is billeted for damage done to his premises 
and the contents thereof shall be made by means of a summons according 
to the form in the Appendix {Form 1], entitled ‘in the matter of the 
Billeting of Civilians Act, 1917.”’ Particulars of the compensation 
claimed shall be appended or annexed to the summons, and the name 
and address of the local committee established for the locality under 
the Act shall be stated on the summons. 


Preparation, Filing, de., of Summons. 

2. Preparation, &c., of summons and copes.}—The summons shall be 
prepared by the applicant and filed with the registrar, with as many 
copies as there are parties to be served : Provided that any summons, 
with the necessary copies, may, if the registrar so thinks fit, be prepared 
in his office. 

Fixing Time and Place for Hearing 

3 Fixing time and place for hearing The registrar shall fix a time 

and place for the hearing of the application before himself at the court 








or at his office on the earliest available day which will allow the copies 
if the summons to be served in accordance with the next following rule : 
And he shall examine, complete, seal and sign the summons and copies, 
and deliver the copies to the high bailiff for service, and give or send 
by post to the applicant a notice of the time and place fixed for the 
hearing 
Service 

4. Time for service.}—(1) A copy of the summons shall be served on 

every person affected thereby two clear days at least before the day fixed 


for the hearing 


2) Mode of service.}—Service may be effected by delivering the copy 
of the summons to the person on whom it is to be served, or by deliver 
ing the same at the last-known place of abode of such person, or by 


sending the same by registered post addressed to such person at his last 
known place of abode; and such copy if served by post shall, unless the 
contrary be proved, be deemed to have been served at the time when 
the letter containing the same would have been delivered in the 
ordinary course of post, and in proving the service of such copy it shall 


be sufficient to prove that the same was properly addressed and posted, 


Hearing by R gistrar 

5. Application to registrar.}—Any application under these Rules may 
be made to and a certificate given by the registrar, subject to the 
followin 


A ppe al, 


provisions 

Reference to judge 

matter to the judge 

hb) Appeal.j—Any party may appeal to the judge against any 
certificate given or order made by the registrar, and the Judge may 
on the hearing of the appeal vary or rescind the certificate or order, 
und give such certificate or make such order as may be just : 

An appeal shall be brought on notice in writing, which shall 
be served on the opposite party two clear days at least before the 
hearing of the appeal, unless the judge or registrar gives leave for 
shorter notice The notice shall be filed within four clear days from 
the date of the certificate or order of the registrar, and if it is not 
so filed no such appeal shall be brought without leave of the judge. 


Che registrar may in any case refer the 


Evidence on { pplication, 

6. Evidence on application No affidavit in support of the applica- 
tion shall be used, except by leave of the court, but the court shall hear 
oral evidence tendered by either party ind the prac tice and proc edure 
of the court as to the summoning of witnesses shall apply ; or any party 


may, in lieu of appearing, send to the court and to the opposite party, 


one clear day at least before the hearing, a statement in writing setting 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
CREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


The 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child life. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 

£5,000 has to be raised immediately 

to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 


obtained on application to— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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requiring 


» Prohibited 
No. 495 of 
North Sea 
Approaches 


shall be 


a) Lat. 52° 06’ N., long. 1° 41’ E. 
bh) Lat. 52° 02’ N., long. 1° 42’ E. 
) Sunk Light-Vessel. 
/) Sunk Head Buoy, 


Except in the case of a vessel trading with Netherlands ports w 


to communicate with the Sunk Pilot-Vessel, to embark or disen 
her pilot, should the Pilot Vessel be on her Pilot Station withi: 
irea at the time. 

Any vessel contravening the foregoing regulation will run the 


risk of being sunk 

5) No. 731 of the year 1917, dated 24th July (printed below), b: 
a revision of the Danger Area in the North Sea, in deference, 
believed, to Dutch protests. 

(4) No. 732 of the year 1917, dated 25th July, being a revision of 
No, 687 of 1917, which is cancelled, relating to England, South Coast 


and containing Notices as to the approach to Falmouth Harbour 


The London Gazette of 3lst July contains the following :— 

5. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 3lst 
July, that certain additions or corrections have been made to the list 
persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be consign 

4. A Notice, dated 27th July, that an appointment has been made 
to the Appeal Tribunals under the Military Service Acts as follow 
County of Cumberland (1). 


Japanese Silk. 
ADMIRALTY ORDER. 


powers conferred upon them by the Defenve of 
the Realm Regulatior s and alj other powers thereunto enabling them 
the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty hereby Order as follows 


In exercise of the 


1. All persons having in their possession or under their contro! 
stock in excess of one hundred (100) yards, whether sold or uneold 
f natural Japanese Silk of the quality and texture described i r 


first Schedule hereto shall make a Return within seven (7) days from 
the date hereof addressed to the Director of Contracts, Admiralty, 
S.W.1, giving the particulars specified in the second Schedule hereto 
2. From the date of the publication of thts Order no person who 
has in his possession or under his control any stock, whether sold or 
unsold, of any such Silk as aforesaid, shall permit any part of such 
Silk to undergo any procese of dyeing or printing or to be cut up 
to be otherwise treated or disposed of except as may be authorized 
by the Director of Contracts until further Order. 
Given under our hands this 23rd day of July, 1917. 
L. Hatsey. 
Goprrey Pain! 
SCHEDULE 1. 
Description of Silk to which this Order applies. 
Natura] Japanese Silk, piece goods (habute), any quality, mome or 
width 
SCHEDULE 2. 
[Form of Return.] 


Admiralty. 
/ NOTICE TO MARINERS. 
No. 731 of the year 1917. 
NORTH SEA. 
Caution with regard to Mined Area. 


Former Notice.—No. 637 of 1917 [ante, p. 597]; hereby cancelled 


Caution 
unrestricted warfare carried on ‘by Germany at sea 
und submarines, not only against the Allied Powers 
Neutral shipping, and the fact that merchant ps 
ire constantly sunk without regard to the ultimate safety of thet 
ews, HiM. Government give notice that a mined area has been estab 
lished in the North Sea dangerous to all shipping, and it should b 


I view of the 
" means of m ies 


but aleo against 


avoided. The area will for the present be confined to the following 
limits 
Vined Area 
The area comprising all the waters except Netherlands and Danist 

territorial waters lying to the southward and eastward of a line " 
mencing three miles from the coast of Jutland on the parallel of lat 
57° 06’ N., and passing through the following positions :— 

1) Lat. 57° 08’ N., long. 6° 00’ E. 

2) Lat. 56° 00’ N., long. 5° 10’ E. 

3) Lat, 54° 45)’ N., long, 4° 17’ E. 

4) Lat. 53° 29’ W., long. 4° 04’ E. 

5) Lat. 53° 00’ N., long. 4° 10’ E. 


thence along the parallel of 53° 00’ N., to a position three miles from 
the Netherlande coast, thence to the northward and eastward. ‘ollow 
ing the limit of Netherlands territoria] waters. 


P 43] 
The limitation of the area as described above will hold good until 
further notice. 





may enter the area to the Westward of the Sunk Light-Veesel, in orde: 





published as a supplement to the London Gazette of 18th May, 1917. of 
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Note. 

Chis Admiralty Notice to Mariners is a revision of the former Notice 
quoted above. 

Authority.—The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, 

By Command of their ‘Lordships, 
J. F. Parry, Hydrographer 

Hydrographic Department, Admiralty, 

London, 24th July, 1917. 








Societies. 
Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


rhe following further donations are gratefully acknowledged : 


& s. d. 
Amount already acknowledged... ‘ 611 O 6 
Herbert J. Hope, Esq. . sa ‘ 25 0 O 
A. A. Roche, ksq., K.C. (third donation) iv O 0 
K. W. Cooper, Esq. (second donation) : 10 0 O 
John W. Western, Esq. ... a - 5§ 5 0 
A. C. Clauson, Esq., K.C. (third donation § 6 0 
Geo, F. Hatfield, Esq. (¢hird donation) 5 5 O 
Frank Marshall, Esq. (second donation) § 6 O 
D. M. Kerly, Esq., K.C. (second donation) 5 00 
George W. Wesley, Esq. (second donation) . 5 0 0 
Weeden Dawes, Esq. (second donation) 3 3 0 
Messrs. Teebay & Lynch 53 0 
H. B. Vaisey, Esq. ve san ve 22 0 
The Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law 
Society (third donation) ion = 220 
E. W. Kingdon, Esq. (second donation) sits 22 0 
William M, Spence, Esq. (second donation) 220 
W. M. Woodhouse, Esq. (second donation) . 220 
William Barnard, Esq. (second donation) . 2 0 
G. Boydell Houghton, Esq. (second donation) see 2 0 
T. K. Arnold, Esq. (second donation) ... 2 0 
H. Hutchinson, Esq. . - 2 0 


Percy J. Spalding, Esq. (third donation) 
Hugh Maughan, Esq. (second donation) 
Thomas Bury, Esq. (third donation) . 
Arthur Snow, Esq.... , sii 
Thomas J. Webb, Esq. (third donation) 
D. Jennings, Esq. (second donation) .. 
E. A. W. Milroy, Esq. (second donation) 
Geo. Sheffield Blakeway, Esq. : 
Edward W. Bone, Esq. (third donation) 
W. Arnold Linnell, Esq. (third donation; 
Edward G. Roscoe, Esq. us a 
E. G. §. Corser, Esq. (second donation 
His Honour Judge Ellicott (second donation) 
Percy G. Norton, Esq. (third donation) 


nT eet eter er rerererererer cree 
i 
° 


Edward J. Stannard, Esq. (third donation) 0 
Messrs. J. & L. Clark (second donation) 0 
A. W. Birkett, Esq : 0 
Ernest Hicks, Esq. (second donation) 0 
Walter G. Hart, Esq. (second donation) 0 
+. W. Mason, Esq. (second donation) 110 O 
G. Saunders Jacobs, Esq. (second donation) 0 0 
Be ; 0 6 

£733 0 0 


[Correction.—In the list published on 28th July, 1917, for J. V 
Thomas, Esq., read C. V. Thomas, Esq., £1 1s.] 








Solicitors’ Examinations. 


In the House of Lords on Tuesday, the-Lord Chancellor, in moving 
the second reading of the Solicitors (Examination) Bill, snid that as 
the law stood the Law Society were required to hold, at least three times 
annually, preliminary, intermediate, and final examinations for persons 
wishing to be admitted as solicitors. Owing to the war there was not 
a sufficient number of candidates at the examinations to justify the 
holding of more than two of each of such examinations annually. It 
was thereforé proposed to reduce the number of examinations to two 
In that case, as candidates whose articles expired in a term during which 
no examination was held would be prejudiced by the delay, it was pro 
posed to allow the Law Society to permit candidates to enter for the 
final examination at any time within six months before the expiration 
of their articles. The duration of the Bill was restricted to the dura 
tion of the war and twelve months after the termination thereof, with 
power, however, to the Lord Chancellor, with the consent of the 
Master of the Rolls, to extend its duration. 

The Bill was read a second time 
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Unqualified Persons. 
PENALTY FOR BREACH OF SOLICITORS ACT. 
At Lowestoft, on Thursday, 26th July, says the Last Anglian Daily 


Times, betore the Mayor (Mr. F. Spashett) and other magistrates, 
Michael Harry Martin, tarmer, Five Ways Farm, Barnby, near Beccles, 


pleaded guilty t i ilsely prete nding to be a solicitor in se nding a certain 
letter to William Cooper, of Bird s Farm, Kirkley, on 9th June. Mr, 
W. A. Francis (of Messrs. Birkett, Ridley, & Francis, Ipswich) prose 
cuted on behalf of the Council of the Law Society of England and 
Wales, ind said that defendant and Co per had a potato transaction 
which involved payment to Cooper of £4 5s Cooper wrote several 
letters without receiving any reply, until Mh June, when he received the 
following letter from the defendant Dear Su Mir. Martin informs 
me that he has paid your firm for the thirty-four bags of potatoes 
If you want the money for them you must apply to your masters. I 
think they know how they were sold If you write to my client any 
more we shall take it further, and see into the matter.—-Yours faithfully, 
Lanter & Son, Solicitors, &c., Beccles Cooper applied for his £4 5s., 
and defendant at once sent a heque The Law So rety had taken the 
case up in the interest, first, f solicitor , but still more in the interest 


of the public The object of writing this letter was obviously to 
* bluff’? Cooper out of getting his £4 5s. Defendant was not hard up, 


for he understood that he was a retired tradesman, owned considerable 


property in Lowestoft, and was a large ratepayer He was now a 
farmer at Barnby, and had no reason to try to do ooper out of his 
£4 5s That, he contended, aggravated the offence against the public . 
and it wa further aggravated by the fact that defendant wrote the 
letter in the name of a fictitious firm. There was no solicitor named 


Lanter in Beccles, and never had been 
Defendant said he was sorry that he had written the letter 


The Mayor told the defendant he had been very foolish; his offence 
was unpardonable He must be fined £10, du t or two 
months 


Divorce Law Reform. 


Sir A. Conan Dovle, savs the 7'ime presided on Tuesday it a meet 


ng, chiefly composed of members of both Houses, to press upon the 


Ciovernment divorce law reform as a measure of reconstruction The 
following is a draft of the Bill which they wish the Government to 
adopt 


1. This Act may be cited as the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1917 


2. From and after the passing of this Act, all decre:s for judicial 
separation and all orders for a separation by any Court of Summary 
Jurisdiction shall, after a period of three years from the date thereof 
have the same effect and force as a decree absolute for dissolution of 
marriage ; provided always that either the husband or wife so separated 


shall make application therefor to the Court which has made the decree 
or order in question, and satisfy the iid Court that cohabitation ha 
not been resumed during the said period of three years 

3. It shall also be lawful for any husband or wife to present a petition 
to the High Court of Justice, praying that his or her marriage may be 
dissolved on the ground that they have been continuously separated for 
the said period of three years, whether by mutual agreement or for any 
other reason 

A Committee was appointed, and it 
Man heater, B rmingham., ind other pla es 


vas decided to hold meetings at 


The Growth of Government 
Departments. 


rHE PENSIONS DEPARTMENT 
Mr farnes, the Pensions Minister, has replied as follows to Mr 


Gilbert, who called attention to complaints from men discharged from 
the services as to delay in fixing their pensions, and suggested a speeding 
up of decisions . 

‘T am not aware of any onsiderable number of complaints in the 
direction indicated, but I may frankly tell the hon. Member that I 
view with some concern the unceasing, irregular, and vast growth of 


the work of my Department. Weekly payments have now been autho 
rized to close on 750,000 men, women and children; the number of 
‘renewals’ each month is getting into tens of thousands; the new 
arrangements for treatment also involve much careful work in a great 
and the preparation of cases for the new Appeals 
Tribunal promises to add still further to the burden. I have a staff 
if 3,500, consisting nearly entirely of women. None of these had any 
in the subject, and most of them have little more 


number of cases; 


pre-war experience 


than a year’s service 
‘T may sav that the majority of cases of real delay are those in 


hich the finding of the medical board on the man’s discharge has not 
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been favourable to*hi and inquiries have been set on foot in order 
to make sure that no element of doubt in his favour has been left 
unconsidered. The transfer of men from Class W to Class P of the 
Army Reserve ith no time hich to award pension, during which 
they draw pa a i ilted in complaints of delay I need hardly 
add that both mys« ind n taff are dow everything we in t 
obviate del 
tHE MINISTRY OF MUNITIONS 


Mr. Kellaway, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of Muni 


tions, in a repl; Mr. Palmer, states that the number of persons or 

the establishment of the Ministry of Munitior on BWth June, 1916 

and on Wth Jur 117. and the total amount of salaries paid to thos 

person for the mont! f Jur 1916 d June, 1917, are as follows 
NUMBER OF STAPF! 

June 30, 191€ June W, 1917 . 
Mal ivil 2.546 Male ivil 4,855 
Male, mil ry 213 Male, military 385 
Female ! 2546 Fen il 6,940 

5 305 12,180 

SALARIF 
Civil, paid } Vl ty f Munitions i J 1916 £51 ,063 
Civil, paid } ther ( ernment Dey J 1916 8,151 
Military salaries 6,119 
£65,333 
Civil, paid by Minist: f Munitior Ju 1917 £141,251 
Civil, paid by other Government Dept Tune 1917 11,503 
11 061 


Military 
£163,815 


Obituary. 





Qui ante diem perliit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Lieutenant Cy 


rril W. Renton. 

Lieutenant Cyrm Wittiam Renton, London Regiment, died on 19th 
July ulter t I t I na ed i action 
He was the elder , f ti ite Mr. Ed 1 Renton, an artist, of 
Hampstead, and is in | for fift ! He was at one time a 
solicitor in Bedtf ley und had a 1} tice at Highgate nd 
other police t For e yea he acted f the National Society 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Child Later he disposed of his 
practice and wa illed to the Ba here | \ d ¢ well, when war 
broke out He the i the Inns of Court O.T.C., and, after train 
ing, obtained his commi I He went thr h a course at Hythe and 
became a musketry instructor, and i » engaged for many months 
At lenuth, |} r t ‘ ieceeded tti t the front, and there 
he had six n t} fightir return niv after he had been wounded 
He married M Marv Nettlet of Crouch-end, and had two sons, one 
of whom is n re rl rom s¢ t vounds received in France, and 
has been recommended for a commis 

Second Lieutenant Bernard C, Stenning. 

Second Lieutenant Bernarp CLement STENNING, East Surrey Regi 
ment (attached R.E who died on 26th July of wounds received in 
action the same day is the youngest son of the late Herbert Edward 
Stenning, solicitor, and of Mr Stenning, of Overdale, Leatherhead, 
Surrey He was aged thirty-five. and was educated at St. John’s School, 
Leatherhead He is admitted a solicitor in 1905, and practised in 
Leatherhead and London He enlisted in the King’s Roval Rifles, was 


gazetted in December, 1916, t i mmission in the East Surrey Regi 


ment, and went abroad ear last . 


Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Henry Turner Wappy has been appointed to be a metropolitan 
Mr. Horace who has retired. Mr 
irborough, was called at the Inner Temple 


poli ¢ magistrate Smith 
Waddy. who is Re 
in 1885 


in place of 


order of S 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Ama!gamation. 


The firm of Messrs. Wetcw & Co. (Mr. H. J. Welch, Mr. G. H 
Davies, and Mr. M. B. Clappé, LL.B.), of Pinners Hall, Austin Friars, 
London, E.C., has been amalgamated with the firm of Messrs. Kimber 
gull, Duncan, Howland & Co., of 6, Old Jewry, E.C., the partners of 
which consist of Mr. Frank Kimber Bull, Mr. Thomas Walter How d 
M.A., LL.M., and Mr. John Kenneth Bousfield Dawson. Mr. M. B 
Clappé and Mr. G. H. Davies have joined the new firm, which will 


be carried on under the style of Kimber Bull, Howland, Clappé, & Co 
Correspondence should, for the present, be addressed to Pinners Hall, 
Austin Friars, E.C. Mr. H. J. Welch is retiring from practice to 
enable him to join the firm of Messrs. Harrisons & Crosfield (Limited), 


Change of Name. 


Mr. G. A. Senvttz, the surviving partner in the firm of Schultz & 
Son, solicitors, of 12, South-square, Gray's Inn, has, by deed poll duly 
enrolled, abandoned the name of Schultz and 
ford, and it is their intention in future to practise under the name of 
Sanford & Son 


issumed the name of San 


Dissolutions. 


Harry MorGcan Vertcu and Raten Stuart Bonn, solicitors (Rutter, 
Veitch & Bond), at Norfolk House, Norfolk-street, Strand, in the county 


if London June 30 | Gazette, July 27 
ArntHuR Hussty and Epwarp Turnour Master, solicitors (Hussey 
& Master), 11, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C. June 30 
(Gazette, July 31 
General. 
Mr. William Osborn Boyes, LL.D., aged seventy, of The Chestnuts, 
sarnet, Herts, and Verulam House, West Worthing, solicitor, Registrar 


ind High Bailiff of the Barnet County Court, left estate of the gross 


alue of £43,975 

Mr. Ernest Wynne Martelli, K.C., of New-square, Lincoln’s Inn, W.( 
Ashley-gardens, Westminster, S.W., and Egmont, Winchester, Hants, 
County Court Judge of the Hampshire Circuit, left estate of the gross 


value of £10,713. 


In the Admiralty Division, on Tuesday (says the 7'imes), Sir Samuel 
Evans (the President) was asked to apportion an agreed sum of £30,000 
between the owners, master, and crew of the steamship San Gregorio 
for salvage services rendered to the tank steamship San Onofre in 
the North Atlant February and March, 1916. The San Gregorio 
ind 7'he San Onofre are both owned by the Eagle Oil Transport Com 
pany (Limited), but the sum had been paid by the underwriters of 7'/ 
Van On fr under the sister ship ’’ salvage clause. The steamship 


Newcastle. recently awarded £36,000 for zal 
The San Onofre before and after the arrival of 
The £30,000 was apportioned as follows :—Owners 
£26,200; master, £1,000; and crew, £2,800 


{eAtahula, I was 
rendered to 
qorv 

(rreg rio, 


ige 
services 1 
The Nan Gre 
f The San 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Clynes, replying to Mr 
King. who asked whether, in connection with the Government announce 
ment that profiteering in food was to be punished by imprisonment, any 
regulations under the Defence of the Realm Act could be 
named as enabling such imprisonment to be inflicted by legal process, 
said : The hon. member presumably refers to Lord Rhondda’s statement 
that where illegal profits had been made he would press for imprisonment 
in cases of sufficient gravity. That statement followed upon an announce- 
ment of his intention to fix prices for essential foodstuffs at every stage 
This fixing of prices would be effected by an Order or Orders under 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and the charging of prices m 
excess of those fixed will render the offender liable to fine or imprison- 
ment, or ‘both, 


statutes o1 











The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 


Aug. 20.—Messrs. Driver, Jonas & Co., at the Corn Exchange, Lincoln, at 11.30: 
Several Big Detached Fst ates (ree advertis ment, ba k page, this week). 
Sept. 12, 13.—Messrs. Kntont, FRANK & RUTLEY, at their Estat* Room, 20, Hanover- 
square, W., at 2 o'clock: Valuable Freehold Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page, 
this week). 


























